Case 1 :05-cv-01708-RMC Document 1 1 Filed 1 1/03/2005 Page 1 of 3 






U t %ra»SfATEiriS7RI3T OCUKT 
J 01 i X iB DI >T <I( ;T ( >F 3C I ,U Vff ;I A 



ksv . e &<®s r "je& eolli.y 

Pair iff 

Vs. 



:i\il^cti>n .to. 1 ,0f» -cv-t7U8 



K7C U S. }*fcpe tier, Inc. 
Drfeadart 



Ho i. J .of an? ry ft * 3o iy< r 



CCM*S:*)WJte» .Esm;st Lee H>bby, ?la,nt ; f^ro iecttreajovscipt.eoediiatler 
as i in su #x 'rt c ft! lis 3 kM ior sta tea as foil yv* s: 

KF(^s stfteirea sf lit ■CFCnJfejoitbsbrieJ pevoufiy ikiwAhfhii C<«r an-ltfe 
opriicacf tins Cot u, arc? the jixigrren. ismec 1 W ft et\S. Or cui Ciun of Af pedsfor 
tteDiStnctofCohnHa "in ml or Se>teBbj:S 5 2<K>5 are scaie^hff pJ2zuif,. 7he 
1 1 it« d f -tat- ;s T ft* r ct C< urt Ju< <ge the he ao < bh B ose na y M. < Jol ye ie as on >n 
O Ac be ■26,2*04 ^Uaitei Stats Circuit (Usui of^reaUfcrtleDstictofCoJairtia 
Circuit deusionrae'ety Ctrctit fod *es Sertele, Heid€fscaai4?»cpu on Sejteriber 9 : 
;0C5 lave ncthi t Jt> d3 With the Plant <£Ps mgunert a^'iismtfjor. o ssrcfce tis 
Coast tuibnfl r?ht to equrtahle fell if iaa Co art of <on<pe;ent juiisdt';tim. 

7hedaisions?aa3e >yiotntteU.S.DJjri*,tC;oi»toiCcto>er26, iOJ4 attdth<;C:nri of 
kp ? «a1joiS3Jt(ra»-er'> ? 200>wjrebay4ap'mtie tefmdratsrrjvouily ileifcref 
as t cer m $ tJ * > I iai itif * s :alf e a. *» sat c n da m j ad ac t tb s P M) ,1 iff Sf rgu me at < J at 
KJ C Ire? chi-i eoy agneriertthittae paries may iive haliiihi j m >tif *it<»e:;er<;<se fab 
G >nsf fttf ior s 1 1 # t to eq life ble re? <ef n i C ow t o' cc mp tte kj s is lie ion . 



t *r»» 



HF£C 



WW — * 



? Ei 



?i ?ao, if ) 



UStCSTRCTCX'Fr 



■—*«( Mi^ss** *raac£ "3"5pav flitftpwr * 



; feJ?5S! $"H*m<T 



Case 1 :05-cv-01708-RIV^ Document 1 1 



Filed 11/03/2005 Page 2! of 3 



w 



ARGUMENT I 

KFC's response to the Plaintiffs motion to exercise his Constitutional right to equitable 
relief in a Court of competent jurisdiction is a deliberate attempt to mislead the Coulit for 
the sole purpose of evading the real reason for the Plaintiffs motion—they are guilty of 
breaching any agreement that the parties may have had by charging the plaintiff wity a 
criminal felony in the D.C Superior Court as opposed to giving the Plaintiff the 
opportunity to arbitrate, had he chosen to do so. 

SUMMARY 

KFC relies on the Court's previous ruling concerning the Plaintiffs False accusation 
claim rings hollow because the Court's rulings were not based upon the Plaintiffs 
argument made in his motion concerning KFC breaching their own arbitration agreement. 
Moreover, the breach of contract had never been addressed, or adjudicated by the Cpurt. 
CONCLUSION 

It is to be noted that KFC presents no points of authority to support this nonsensical ; 
position (nonsensical defined hereby as having no meaning or conveying no intelligible 
idea ) because the relationship between the Court's previous ruling and the instant r [latter 
is akin to comparing apples, not with oranges, but comparing apples with polar bears. 



Respectfully submitted. 




Pro se Rev, Earnest Lee Hobley 

413 Longfellow Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C 200U 
(301)237-3564 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 



I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing THE PLAINTIFFS 
REPLY TO DEFENDANT'S RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO 
EXERCISE HIS CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHT TO EQUITABLE RELIEF IN 



COURT OF COMPETENT JURISDICTION was mailed on November 5, 2005 tk> the 



following: 



Attorney Eric I Pelton 

280 North Old Woodward Avenue, Suhle 400 

Birmingham, Michigan 48009-5394 




Rev. Earnest Lee Hobley 
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